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Apart from this, did the motive suggested influence
the judges of the Supreme Court at all ? Were they
'likely to wish to prevent natives from complaining of
Europeans? The very opposite was likely to be, and
was in. fact afterwards alleged to be their temptation.
The great complaint made against them both by the
Council and by all the officials in India was that by enter-
taining actions against such officials for the discharge
of their official duties they prevented the collection of
the revenue and paralysed the administration of justice.
The Europeans of Calcutta earnestly pressed that trials
before the Supreme Court in civil cases might be by jury.
They could have no reason for that request except that
the judges were unduly favourable to complaints by
natives.

The conduct of Hastings and Impey appears to me to
negative the suggestion that they did, in fact, conspire
against Nuncomar as emphatically as the matters just
mentioned negative the probability that they would do
so. Hastings's conduct throughout, as I have already
shown, was not that of a conspirator. His prosecution
of Nuncomar for conspiracy would, if he was actually
conspiring himself to accuse Nuncomar of forgery, have
been an act of the grossest folly. He would expose
himself by it to cross-examination and detection. He
would embarrass himself by having to carry on two
prosecutions at once. He risked (and if he was a con-
spirator he actually incurred) the disadvantage of having
his witnesses discredited, for Cornmaul 0 Dien was con-
siderably discredited and probably disbelieved in one of
the cases for conspiracy. In a word, the prosecution for
conspiracy seems to me to make it improbable that
Hastings was a party to the prosecution for forgery.